REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

The office action of April 11, 2011 has been carefully reviewed and these remarks are 
responsive thereto. Reconsideration and allowance of the instant apphcation are respectfully 
requested. 

Support for Claim Amendments 

Applicant amended the claims in accordance with the examiner's comments and provides 
the following support. 

1. Claim 21 was amended in consideration of the examiner's comments. Claim 1 was 
amended to recite a town or a village. Claim 21 was further amended in part to add specific 
contents related to a building disclosed in Fig. 1 which is a schematic view showing the functions 
of a multifunctional combined ecological building, clearly showing that the technical solutions of 
an openable and closable type ecological structure, a fixed type, movable type, and a fixed and 
movable type organism cultivation devices are reasonable. Further, the technical solution with the 
building in Fig.l is only a representation of multiple functions in the present application and each 
of said more buildings having other functions may have these functions wholly or partly. 
Therefore, it can be seen that the architectural and functional aspect of the present application is 
non-obvious. The remaining amendments relate to format to clarify the scope of claim 21. 

The part of the tridimensional ecological architecture structure of openable and closable 
type is deleted from claim 21 and recited in new claim 68. 

The part of the movable type organism cultivation device comprising vertically developed 
space rotating cultivation frames for organisms or horizontally movable type of organism 
cultivation device is deleted from claim 21 and recited in new claim 69. 

The latter part of said cooperating systems, i.e. the water recycling utilization system 
comprises a precipitation gathering and purifying device, a sewage water recuperating and 
classification and purifying device, is deleted from claim 21 and recited in new claim 67. 
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The names of the cooperating systems in claim 67 include the term "ecological", such as 
ecological water recycling utilization system, an ecological electrical supply system, etc. The 
ecological cooperating system of the building in the present application is different from the 
agricultural buildings in Whitaker. The cooperating system in the present application is a 
tridimensional ecological system, whereas Whitaker is only directed to a regular cooperating 
system for agriculture. 

In addition, the organism suspended movable type cultivation device disposed inside the 
architecture refers to the components with reference numerals 9, 10, and 11, the openable and 
closable type ecological room refers to the components with reference numerals 11, 18, 18-1, 19, 
20, 21, 22, 1 1, 78, 79, 69, 70, 72, 64, and 65, the fixed and movable type organism cultivation box 
refers to the components with reference numerals 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 55-1, the tridimensional 
storied type organism cultivation ecological device refers to the components with reference 
numerals 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, and 50, the movable type organism cuhivation box refers to the 
components with reference numerals 37, 38, 39, and 40, the tridimensional roof ecological device 
refers to the components with reference numerals 59, 60, 61, 62, and 63, inside fixed type 
organism cultivation structure refers to the components with reference numerals 18-1, 36, 41, 71, 
80, and 68, the outside fixed type organism cultivation structure refers to the components with 
reference numerals 63, 18-11, and 71, and organism space rotating ecological cultivation fi-ames 
refers to the components with reference numerals 17-1, 17-2, 71-1, 73-1, and 74. 

2. Claim 32 is canceled. 

3. New claim 70 further defines the Yixue type ecological architecture. Support can be 
found on page 91, line 13 in the internationally published specification and Fig. 9. 

4. The remaining amendments relate to format to clarify the scope of the claims. Supports 
can be found in the internationally published specification and drawings. 

Objection to the Claims: 

Claims 32, 42 and 47 remain objected to for the defects in format, i.e. specific terms, 
including but not limited to Yixue, Taiji, and Gua, should not be used in claims. According to the 
examiner, their definitions are not known to a person skilled in the art and there are no proper 
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definitions in the description, thus they need to be amended appropriately. 

The applicant claims that these terms are common knowledge for a person skilled in the art 
in China, but the examiner still thinks that the terms are not familiar to a person skilled in the art. 
Applicant traverses this rejection. 

Yixue, Taiji, and Gua are well-known terms in China to describe particular types of 
structures (not simply omamentation.) Without these terms in the claims, a person skilled in the 
art will not know the technical solutions these terms provide. Further, a person skilled in the art 
will fully understand the terms fully after he/she reads the description, for the description has given 
proper definitions (see internationally published specification of the present appUcation, page 91, 
line 13, to page 98, line 2). Claim 70 has been added to provide further definition. 

For example, Yixue type ecological architecture covers various fields such as architecture, 
biology (botany and zoology), engineering, ecology, energy science, substantial development, and 
environmental studies. Regardless of whether one skilled in the art is actually familiar with the 
term, a person skilled in the art will understand the term in the context of the present invention 
after reading the specification of the present application. That is, these terms are defined in the 
specification and claim terms are read in light of the specification. The examiner is requested 
respectfiiUy to withdraw this objection. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C.S 112 

Claims 21, 23-26, 28-37, 39-46, 53, 55-58, 60-66 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C.§ 112 
because they do not particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the 
applicant regards as his invention. 

The examiner asserts that the description includes a large amount of alternative-type 
languages (such as "a first ecological architecture structure for organisms and a second ecological 
architecture structure for plants, animals, and a water resource are an opened type, closed type, 
openable and closable type movable type or combined type"). The altemative-type languages 
make the protection scopes of the claims indefinite. The altemative-type language in parenthesis 
is only an example, but not an exhaustive listing of this kind of languages. The use of the 
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alternative-type languages makes the claims hard to understand and the protection scopes of the 
claims unclear. The claims were examined as best understood. 

In response, applicant amended claim 21 to recite "A multifunctional tridimensional 
combined ecological architecture including a tridimensional ecological town or a tridimensional 
ecological village, said tridimensional ecological town or said tridimensional ecological village 
having one or more buildings" to further define the subject matter. In addition, in claim 21, 
functional structures of said one building of the "multifunctional combined architecture" in Fig. I, 
such as ecological architecture structure of openable and closable type, a fixed and movable type 
of organism cultivation device, were amended to clarify the subject matter (see amended claim 21). 
The dependent claims were amended accordingly. Amended claim 21 overcomes the defect 
pointed out by the Office Action under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph. Approval of the claim 
is requested. 

Applicant has made thorough amendments in view of the examiner's position that the 
protection scopes of claims are unclear due to a large amount of alternative (items in parenthesis) 
language. First, claim 21 defines the subject matter, i.e. the present application includes a 
tridimensional ecological village and a tridimensional ecological town having one or more 
buildings. After comparing the multifunctional structure and ecological system of said one 
building according to the drawings of the description, applicant believes that the language cited in 
parenthesis above is clear and proper. The reason is that the design of the first ecological 
architecture structure for organisms and the second ecological architecture structure for plants, 
animals, and a water resource as an opened type, closed type, openable and closable type, movable 
type or combined type is the requirement of the ecological system of the present invention. The 
requirement is shown not only in said one building, but also in said more buildings to realize a best 
ecological system in the present invention. Therefore, applicant maintained the contents in the 
claims and earnestly requests the examiner will approve them. 

Note that the present application relates to a combination between said one and more 
buildings or a combination of said more buildings, and the architectural structure and cooperating 
system therein have many elements. The present claims present options for these structures within 
the multifunctional combined architecture, and selecting a single structure to define is difficult 
since claims relate to the combination of many elements. One skilled in the art would understand 
that the claims relate to creating the multifunctional combined architecture and particular items are 
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chosen based on the need for such items. The examiner is requested respectfully to approve the 
language. 

In the end, the examiner points out "Claims are examined as best understood. In view of the 
large amount of alternative language, prior art has been applied to the claims as they are best 
understood". It is appropriate to apply the prior art. However, apphcant contends that it is 
inappropriate to hinder the development of new technology by old prior art, therefore, the prior art 
Whitaker is not suitable to reject the novelty of the present application. Agricultural buildings and 
tridimensional ecological buildings belong to two different technical fields. Agricultural buildings 
are only for agriculture, but the multifunctional tridimensional combined ecological architecture of 
the present application concerns development and application in wider fields such as industry, 
commerce, agriculture, forestry, animal husbandry and fishery, education, energy science, 
scientific technology, environmental protection, architecture, etc. In fact, Whitaker and 
architecture elements of all categories such as college campuses, farms, plantations and zoos listed 
by the examiner to eliminate the novelty of the present application support the novelty of the 
present application. 

Whitaker describes early traditional buildings of human beings. As mentioned in the 
introduction of Whitaker, "Agricultural buildings have changed over the years as differing 
requirements have been imposed and new methods and materials have been developed. However, 
a close look at how the needs for crop and animal shelter were met by early farmers reveals a 
surprising number of ideas that are still valid today. A brief study of early bams should be 
interesting and worthwhile." Therefore, it can be seen that Whitaker is only a copy or following of 
the ancient farm technology. It is improper to use low level technology in ancient farm to object 
the high level technology of the multifiinctional tridimensional combined ecological architecture 
of the present application. Similarly, it is improper to use several unrelated elements as college 
campuses, farms, plantations and zoos to object to the inventiveness of the ecological system of the 
present application. If the rejection is maintained. Applicant respectfully requests the examiner to 
provide related information (name, address, photos, etc.) of colleges and farms prior to the present 
invention if the examiner does not change his opinion. 

Applicant believes that through the above amendments and submission of opinions, the 
rejection that the claims are indefinite has been addressed. Withdrawal of this rejection is 
requested. 
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Rejections under 35 U.S.C. S 102 

Claims 21-22, 32, 42-43 and 48 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Whitaker, Agricultural Buildings and Structures, or in the alternative under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
obvious over Whitaker, Agricultural Buildings and Structures in view of Placencia, U.S. 5, 862, 
544 and Albers, U.S. Patent 4, 008, 689, further evidenced by the current state of zoos, botanical 
gardens, college campuses, plantations, and farms. Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. 

It is first noted that amended claim 21 is directed to a town or village. Whitaker, on the 
other hand, is directed to a farm. Hence Whitaker cannot anticipate the claim 1. 

The Applicant's Arguments 

Applicant has provided the following arguments for the Examiner's consideration: 
Applicant: 

The claims cannot be anticipated by Whitaker, as said one or more buildings in claim 21 of 
the present application are clearly depicted in ten figures, each one of which possesses novelty. 
However, Whitaker does not present any (agricultural) building to compare with each (ecological) 
building in the ten figures of the present application. Similarly, to combine said one or more 
buildings in the drawings of the present application into a tridimensional ecological village and/or 
tridimensional ecological town will improve ecological environment continuously, which cannot 
be compared with agricultural buildings and structures. Further, agricultural buildings and 
ecological buildings are two types of buildings and cannot be mentioned together. The position 
that the multifunctional tridimensional combined ecological architecture of the present invention 
is anticipated by Whitaker is therefore improper. 

Regarding claim 32 (canceled as redundant to claim 21), "wherein said one or more 
buildings are combinable in at least one of various types of forms, comprising multifunctional 
combined type, Taiji graphics type. Eight Gua graphics type, hood type, frame hood type, tree 
frame type, tridimensional land type, combined frame, turret frame type, combined passage type, 
hacienda type, ecological village tj^e, ecological town type, tridimensional ecological river type, 
tridimensional ecological bridge tj^e, tridimensional ecological road type, tridimensional 
ecological wall type, each of said buildings and said one building are provided in combination or 
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separately." As in Whitaker, several agricultural buildings can be combined, the examiner deems 
that they correspond to the combinations in claim 32, thus claim 32 is anticipated by the 
agricultural buildings and structures in prior art. This comparison is improper, since in claim 32, 
buildings of each new invention depicted in the drawings of the present application are combined 
wholly or partially, and each building with a tridimensional ecological system in the present 
application is combined to form a giant tridimensional ecological system. The tridimensional 
ecological system combines basic elements in architecture such as bridges, roads, rivers and walls 
to create a tridimensional ecological architecture and structure. If the present invention is built in 
desert, the desert will become oasis, and unexpected effect of environment protection will be 
achieved, which is non-obvious. However, each of agricultural buildings does not have a 
tridimensional ecological system, and does not have effect of environmental protection by 
combination. In the contrary, the combined agricultural buildings have negative effect of 
occupying natural resources and destroying the ecological environment. Further, more buildings 
will cause more destruction to the natural environment. Whitaker and the present invention belong 
are directed to two different architectural fields. Therefore, Whitaker does not affect the novelty of 
the present application. 

Regarding claim 42, "wherein said first ecological architecture structure for organisms and 
said second ecological architecture structure for plants, animals and a water resource comprise at 
least one of an ecological building structure of tridimensional land type, an ecological building 
structure of ecological river type, an ecological building structure of ecological wall type, 
ecological building structure of hood type, ecological building structure of frame hood type, 
ecological building structure of tridimensional awning type, ecological building structure of 
combined frames type, ecological building structure of turret frame type, ecological building 
structure of combined passage type, ecological building structure of hacienda type, ecological 
building structure of ecological village type, ecological building structure of ecological town type, 
ecological building structure of organism cultivation mechanical frame type, ecological building 
structures of Taiji graphics type, ecological building structure of Eight Gua graphics type, 
ecological building structure of an ecological structure of passage type, an ecological building 
structure of tree frame type, an ecological building structure of ecological bridge type and an 
ecological building structure of ecological road type; said one building and said buildings are 
provided in combination completely or partly, or respective buildings are arranged separately." 
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Whitaker cannot anticipate claim 42. Claims 42 and 32 in the present application concern 
the same problem of said more buildings in claim 21. Claim 32 is directed to the combination 
relation of said more buildings, whereas claim 42 is directed to structural relation of said more 
buildings. Please see above arguments concerning claim 32. In order to clearly define the content 
to be protected, the applicant amends claim 42 as follows: 1. "said first ecological architecture 
structure for organisms and said second ecological architecture structure for plants, animals and a 
water resource are both provided in said one or more buildings, or are respectively provided in said 
one or more buildings, and comprise an ecological building structure of tridimensional land type" 
(adding "are both provided in said one or more buildings, or are respectively provided in said one 
or more buildings"), and 2. "...comprise an ecological building structure of tridimensional land 
typQ..." (deleting "at least one of). 

Regarding claim 43, "wherein said place for human culture activity comprises at least one 
of a residential house, and places for offices, commerce, sports, cuhurc, factories, schools, 
researches, storages, sanatorium, stations, and recreational places". Whitaker cannot anticipate 
claim 43. As claim 43 of the present application is a part of tridimensional ecological system in 
claim 1, and Whitaker does not have the tridimensional ecological system, therefore, Whitaker 
having place for human culture activity cannot affect the novelty of the present application. In 
addition, agriculture building is different from multifunctional tridimensional combined 
ecological architecture, which is a systematic building appHcable for different fields. Therefore, 
claim 43 has novelty and the examiner is requested respectfiilly to approve it. 

Regarding claim 48, "wherein the tridimensional ecological architecture structure of the 
combined openable and closable type is provided with an opening and closing structure 
comprising an ecological space for organisms and an opening and closing device." Whitaker 
cannot anticipate claim 48. The opening and closing device in Whitaker is only a simple form in 
early development of human being, such as opening a window on top of the attic, providing 
windows and doors in a greenhouse. These are not special techniques for agriculture buildings and 
structures but are common techniques, which need to be developed fi-om low level to high level. 
The opening and closing structure in claim 48 is a technique of high level. The opening and closing 
structure of the present application is totally distinguished from the opening and closing form of 
agriculture buildings and structures. Further, the opening and closing structure of the present 
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application can integrate the opening and closing form of agriculture buildings and structures such 
as door and window together so as to form a giant mixed type opening and closing device 
comprising doors and windows (see claim 68). The combined opening and closing device is 
greatly different from the opening and closing device in the reference provided by the examiner, i.e. 
the combined opening and closing structure is composed by an ecological space for organisms and 
an opening and closing device, which are also a part of ecological system in the present application. 
Therefore, it is incorrect to use primary opening and closing form of agriculture buildings and 
structures to reject the opening and closing device of the present application. The device has the 
following substantive effects, when it is opened, sky, earth, objects, and humans are combined 
without any hindrance; when it is closed, the space for organisms is placed in a greenhouse. The 
agriculture buildings do not have said ecological functions. 

The examiner is respectfully requested to withdraw the rejection as claims 21-22, 32, 42-43 
and 48 of the present application are not anticipated under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) over Whitaker. 

In item 7, the examiner relies on "the current state of zoos, botanical gardens, college 
campuses, plantations, and farms". The applicant does not agree. It is arbitrary for the examiner to 
list many examples such as zoos, botanical gardens, college campuses, plantations, and farms to 
prove obviousness of the present appHcation. When Whitaker cannot affect the novelty of the 
present application, these examples cannot affect the present application. Zoos are for displaying 
animals, botanical gardens for displaying plants, college campuses for education, plantations for 
plants and farms for producing agricultural products. Each one of them is limited to its own field 
and has a single function. The prior art of college campuses and plantations has a history of several 
hundreds of years but does not develop to the technical solution of the present appUcation. 
However, the present application can be applied to different fields (see claim 43), almost including 
all kinds of human activities. It obviously belongs to a creation and possesses novelty. It is 
improper to consider the combination of claim elements obvious by Ex Post Facto analysis. The 
present application is a protection within the scope of the attached drawings of the description, 
which protects said one or more buildings in claim 21 (see claims 21, 32, 42). 

The examiner recites the prior art ". . .in view of Placencia, U.S. 5,862,544 and Albers, U.S. 
Patent 4,008,689, fiirther evidenced by the current state of zoos, botanical gardens, college 
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campuses, plantations, and farms", however, the examiner does not present any one of prior art 
buildings to compare with any one of said one and more buildings in the present application to 
prove the obviousness. Each of said one or more buildings in the present application is novel and is 
not contained in the prior art. The applicant combines these architectural elements wholly or 
partially together to form a new creation, which is undoubtedly obvious. Therefore, comments of 
the examiner in item 7 in the present notification, ". . .as being anticipated under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
obvious over Whitaker, Agricultural Buildings and Structures in view of Placencia, U.S. 
5,862,544 and Albers, U.S. Patent 4,008,689, further evidenced by the current state of zoos, 
botanical gardens, college campuses, plantations, and farms" are improper and should be 
withdrawn. To sum up, the present application should not be rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) and 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) and should be approved. 

Claim 21 

Regarding claim 21, the examiner made a listing of comparison in claim 21 to compare 
them with the present application so as to reject the novelty of the present application. Applicant 
traverses this comparison. 

In the first paragraph "Whitaker discloses a multifunctional tridimensional combined 
ecological architecture having one or more buildings (see Part I starting on p. 3) comprising:- an 
ecological structure capable of use for organisms,- a natural ecological structure,- a place capable 
of use for human culture activity,- an organism production system,- cooperating systems; wherein 
said one or more buildings have a tridimensional ecological structure (A TREE) and includes an 
aboveground part (see p. 9), an underground part or both, wherein a top roof, sides wherein the top 
roof, sides, or both are partly or completely transparent (wherein the sides have windows, windows 
are inherently transparent, see p. 436), openable and closable, or both", the examiner indicates the 
following problems, 1, agriculture buildings can be provided in combination or separatedly, 
corresponding to "said one or more buildings are provided in partly or completely combination or 
separately" in the present application; 2, (A TREE) which is also tridimensional and ecological, 
corresponds to the tridimensional ecological system in the present application; and 3, the 
agriculture buildings in Whitaker also have an aboveground part, and the sides of agriculture 
buildings may have transparent windows. It corresponds to "an aboveground part, an underground 
part or both, wherein a top roof, sides wherein the top roof, sides, or both are partly or completely 
transparent, openable and closable, or both". 



Page 26 



The comparisons are improper. The first chapter "Farmstead Planning" of Whitaker 
describes many buildings, but it is improper to reject one and more ecological buildings of the 
present application by existing agriculture buildings. Agriculture buildings are different fi-om 
ecological buildings, perform different functions. Similarly, it is inappropriate to use a tree, which 
is tridimensional and ecological to reject the tridimensional ecological system in the present 
application. The examiner may take a tree as tridimensional because of birds on the tree, but in the 
present application, tree is categorized as a two dimensional ecological element, and so as hills, 
and rivers. Only when two dimensional ecological elements such as trees, hills, and rivers are 
placed into several or multiple layers, they become a tridimensional ecological architecture in the 
present application. Therefore, using a tree as a tridimensional ecological element to reject the 
novelty of the tridimensional ecological system in the present invention is improper. Similarly, it is 
improper to use "wherein the sides have windows, windows are inherently transparent" to reject 
the novelty of "wherein a top roof, sides wherein the top roof, sides, or both are partly or 
completely transparent, openable and closable, or both" in the present application. 

In the second paragraph "wherein said natural ecological structure and said ecological 
structures for organisms are provided anywhere in or on said at least one building, and include 
plants, organisms, water resource, and human cultural sights therein (see Chapter 21)", the 
examiner recites the claim with improper expressions, thus the meaning also changes. The correct 
one should be "wherein said first ecological architecture structure and said second ecological 
architecture structure are provided anywhere in or on said one or more buildings, and include 
plants, animals, water resource, and human cultural sights therein (see Chapter 21)". 

Chapter 21 (greenhouse) in Whitaker recites: "Crop production in greenhouses is a rapidly 
growing industry. At the present time there are more than 3,500 acres under glass in the United 
States that are used primarily for growing flowers and potted plants. In addition there are more 
than 4,000 acres of plastic-covered greenhouses. An ever increasing number of these lower cost 
houses are being used for starting flower and vegetable plants (bedding plants), for growing 
vegetable crops, and for propagating and wintering nursery stock. The types of greenhouses 
include free-standing greenhouses (including Quonset house) and gutter-connected houses. 
Because they (the quonset house) are often constructed without any foundation and are considered 
temporary structures, quonset houses may not be subject to local building codes. Gutter-connected 
greenhouses are a series of gable or low-arch structures connected together at the gutter level". 
Therefore, it is improper for the examiner to use chapter 21 (greenhouse) of Whitaker to reject the 
novelty of "said first ecological architecture structure and said second ecological architecture 
structure are provided anywhere in or on said one or more buildings, and include plants, animals, 
water resource, and human cultural sights therein" in the present application. Greenhouses in 
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agriculture buildings are for nurturing plants. Free-standing greenhouse, gutter-connected 
greenhouse and movable greenhouse are outdated nurturing methods of early human beings, 
which are unsuitable for the development of society. Since the ecological environment is being 
destroyed and the material and earth resources are being decreased, new living methods are in need 
to solve problems of lacking resources. The present application solves these problems (including 
"to improve the outdated agriculture buildings and greenhouses") by making green houses in 
agriculture buildings tridimensional and ecological (see Fig.l (1), (2), (3), (4), (5); Fig.6 (236), 
(237); Fig.8 (360); Fig.9 (390), (419), (427), (432); Fig.lO (501), (502), (503), (504), (505); (454), 
(452); (445-4), (443D), (443B); and further making all other buildings tridimensional and 
ecological, which not only increase producing areas of multiple layered greenhouses, but also 
improve the natural environment and increase spaces for cultural activities so as to achieve the 
harmony between human beings and environments. Thus, the present application has an 
unexpected, positive effect for biodiversity, environment protection and substantial development. 
Therefore, it is improper for the examiner to use greenhouse in agriculture buildings to reject the 
novelty of ecological system in the present application, i.e. "said first ecological architecture 
structure and said second ecological architecture structure are provided anywhere in or on said one 
or more buildings, and include plants, animals, water resource, and human cultural sights therein". 

In the third paragraph, "the tridimensional ecological structure of one or more buildings 
comprises a plurality of layers of ecological environment (streams, hills, trees, water cycle, 
nitrogen cycle), said structure is of a structure formed of opened type, closed type, openable and 
closable type or combined type (roof, open roof, roof capable of being opened or closed) and has a 
fixed type of organism cultivation device (a pot for a plant or a trellis for vines), said device being 
vertically developed or horizontally developed, said more buildings comprising ecological 
structures with aesthetic symbols, hood type, frame hood types, tree frame types, 3d land types, 3d 
awning types, combined types, turret types, combined passage types, hacienda types, village types, 
town types, river types, bridge types, road types, wall types and organism cultivation mechanical 
types", the examiner considers that said more buildings are aesthetic symbols. The applicant docs 
not agree. Each of said more buildings is designed according to the needs of ecological system and 
the social ecological environment, for example, river types, bridge types, road types, wall types are 
designed tridimensional so as to make infrastructure tridimensional and ecological, to protect 
environment and to reduce the greenhouse effect. Tridimensional tree type ecological architecture 
is to develop a space in air by using long-arm greenhouses. Tridimensional land type ecological 
architecture is to increase land area and to increase production of plants. Yixue type ecological 
architecture is to improve the environment by buildings in community and to provide large amount 
of animal products, etc. Therefore, it is improper to take said more buildings as aesthetic symbols. 
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Applicant does not agree that streams, hills, trees, water cycle, nitrogen cycle should be taken as a 
plurality of layers of ecological environment. The reason has been explained above in the 
comment relating to trees, and it will not be repeated again. 

Applicant believes it to be improper for the examiner to use roof, open roof, roof capable of 
being opened or closed to reject the novelty of the structure in the present application, i.e. opened 
type, closed type, openable and closable type, movable type or combined type. It has been 
discussed above and will not be repeated. Applicant believes it to be improper for the examiner to 
use a pot for a plant or a trellis for vines, which are fixed, to reject the novelty of "a fixed type of 
organism cultivation device, a movable type of organism cukivation device, and a fixed and 
movable type of organism cultivation device" in the present application. As a pot for a plant or a 
trellis for vines are devices needed for plants according to their natural characteristics, it is 
improper to use them to reject the novelty of the present application. 

In the fourth paragraph, it is improper for the examiner to use greenhouse in Whitaker to 
reject the novelty of "said organism production systems comprising cultivation devices, 
processing devices, storing and transferring devices, and marketing devices" in the present 
application. As greenhouses in agriculture buildings are outdated (see Ch.21), it is improper to 
compare greenhouses in agriculture buildings with ecological buildings. It has been discussed 
above and will not be repeated. 

In the fifth and latter paragraphs, the examiner mentions about the cooperating systems in 
claim 21 and claims "Should applicant argue that Whitaker does not disclose ALL of the elements 
of the claimed combination, note that the claim recites, "said at least one building and systems 
combined in a manner of part of complete combination," and Whitaker at least discloses the 
combination in part". This position is traversed as applicant believes it is incorrect to use 
agriculture buildings and structures as the main body to reject the novelty of the present 
application. Then the novelty of cooperating systems in the present application cannot be rejected 
according to the comment of "at least discloses the combination in part" on the cooperating 
systems in agriculture buildings. The reason is as follows, Whitaker is only a summary of early 
agriculture architectures with outdated elements (such as introduction and greenhouse in chapter 
21). Its cooperating system is only for supporting outdated fimctions of buildings and cannot be 
compared with the cooperating system of the present application. Further, the cooperating system 
in agriculture buildings and part of cooperating system in the present invention share the same 
technical terms, but have different fimctions. The examiner mentions "a water recycling system 
(plants inherently perform these fimctions, fiirthermore, examiner takes official notice that water 
recapture and treatment is known to persons of ordinary skill in the art; it would have been obvious 
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to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use water recycling systems 
because water delivery and treatment from a central plant uses an excessive amount of energy that 
causes it to be comparatively inefficient and less economical than water recapture and treatment on 
location", with deep technical theories such as "plants inherently perform these fiinctions... 
because water delivery and treatment from a central plant uses an excessive amount of energy. . . . 

According to applicant, answering these questions involves a long and complex discussion, 
which will be far from the object of the present case. Therefore, the applicant only makes brief 
replies. The water cycle system in the present application is realized by a large system of water 
purifying and cycling system, which includes many high tech means and devices, such as water 
purifying devices, i.e. filtering, organism purifying devices, sewage recuperating and classifying 
device, stool storage and classification device, water system architecture facilities, water storage 
tank, water channels, aquatic products cuhivation ecological room, rivers, lakes, aquatic products 
cultivation river sections, 3d ecological river, underground water filters, to protect water resources, 
to ensure the basic water use and to maintain substantial development of human being (see 
intcrnationaUy published specification, pages 2-4). These arc not included in agriculture buildings 
and structures. It can be seen that the water cycle system in agriculture buildings and the water 
cycle system in the present application share the same technical terms, but with different functions. 
The water system in the present application has novelty, and it is improper for the examiner to use 
water cycle system in Whitaker to reject water cycle system in the present application. Further, the 
present application has been internationally published for about ten years. It is normal for a person 
skilled in the art to know about the invention in recent years. The examiner should not refer to later 
techniques after the present invention as known or obvious and use them to eliminate the novelty 
of the present application. 

Similarly, the examiner mentions electrical supply system, and it is improper to reject the 
novelty of electrical supply system of the present application by electrical supply system of 
agriculture buildings. Electrical supply system of agriculture buildings only provides simple 
electricity for agriculture buildings, which is energy consuming. However, the electrical supply 
system of the present application includes electricity generating and storage facilities. The 
electricity generating device generates electricity by solar energy, water energy, wind energy and 
mechanical energy and provides it to the facilities. Electricity is generated from green energy. If 
other devices do not provide electricity, the facilities can ensure normal electrical supply, thus 
solving the technical problem caused by insufficient electricity. Electrical supply system in 
agriculture buildings and structures does not have the fiinction of electrical supply system in the 
present application. Therefore, it is improper for a person skilled in the art to use electrical 
generating system in Whitaker to reject the novelty of the electrical generating system of the 
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present application. Further, the present application has been internationally published for about 
ten years. It is normal for a person skilled in the art to know about the invention in recent years. 
The examiner should not refer to later techniques after the present invention as known or obvious 
and use them to eliminate the novelty of the present application. 

Similarly, the examiner mentions ventilation system in the present application, and it is 
improper to use it to reject the novelty of ventilation system in the present application. The 
ventilation system in the present application includes oxygen room and oxygen generating and 
delivering system (see internationally published specification. Fig. 3, pages 34-35), which are 
composed by high technology means such as plants ecological room for producing oxygen, giant 
space for creatures, tridimensional greenhouse, air delivering channel system, air sterilizing and 
purifying system, air recycling system, etc. Using ventilation system of the present application 
makes the buildings safe in lack of air or surrounded by polluted air. However, ventilation system 
in Whitaker only changes air in the greenhouse with a blower or with simple technical means such 
as opening and closing windows. However, Whitaker does not have an ecological room for 
producing oxygen or an air purifying system for purifying and sterilizing air. Whitaker and the 
present application share the same technical terms but they actually have different functions. 
Therefore, it is improper for the examiner to use the ventilation system in agriculture buildings to 
reject the novelty of ventilation system in the present application. 

Similarly, the examiner also mentions temperature and humidity regulating system, light 
transmitting system, methane system (examiner takes official notice that if methane is contained 
and removed it is obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to store it in tanks because methane 
is a source of energy and as such, it is desirable to capture it for use), illumination and control 
systems, and at least part of the technical features being disclosed Whitaker so as to reject the 
novelty of cooperating system in the present application. The comparison is inappropriate, for the 
cooperating systems listed by the examiner and preceding "electrical supplying system", 
"ventilation system", and "water cycle system" have the same problem, i.e. they share the same 
technical terms but they actually have different functions. It will not be discussed again. The 
applicant considers the cooperating system in the present application is for an ecological system 
and does not have any relation with cooperating system in agriculture buildings. The examiner 
relates devices and systems of Whitaker to those in the present application with simple and 
unconditional comparisons (such as a tree), which is hard to make a response. It is inappropriate 
for the examiner to use Whitaker as a reference to reject the novelty of the present application. 

Claim 22 
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Claim 22 was previously canceled. 
Claim 32 

Regarding claim 32, Whitaker neither discloses claim 21, nor discloses one or more 
buildings is combinable in at least one of various types of forms listed. Whitaker does not include 
any one of buildings in said one or more buildings of the multifunctional tridimensional combined 
ecological architecture (see drawings of the description of the present application). It is improper 
for the examiner to use non-existing (or non-comparable) agriculture buildings to reject one or 
more ecological architecture in the present application. 

Claims 42 and 48 

Regarding claims 42 and 48, Whitaker neither discloses claim 21, nor discloses said 
ecological structure capable of use for organisms and the natural ecological structure comprises at 
least one of an ecological structure of ecological wall type, and tridimensional warm house 
structure. Whitaker only includes walls, greenhouses, and plastic greenhouse of early agriculture 
in single story structure. However, the tridimensional ecological wall and tridimensional 
ecological greenhouse of the present application both comprise an ecological system with a 
tridimensional multi-layered structure including an above ground and an underground structure. It 
is improper for the examiner to compare wall and greenhouse of early agriculture with 
tridimensional ecological wall and tridimensional ecological greenhouse of the multifunctional 
tridimensional combined ecological architecture so as to reject the novelty of the present 
application. Similarly, it is improper for the examiner to use door, window, and ventilation system 
in Whitaker, Agricultural Buildings and Structures to reject the novelty of the opening and closing 
device in claim 48. The opening and closing device in the present application is a part of the 
tridimensional ecological system. Whitaker does not disclose a tridimensional ecological system. 
Further, the opening and closing structure in the present application is a giant opening and closing 
structure with doors and windows provided therein. The structure is composed by an ecological 
space for organisms and an opening and closing device. Whitaker does not disclose such a 
tridimensional ecological space. Therefore, it is improper for the examiner to use door, window, 
and ventilation system in Whitaker to reject the novelty of claim 48. 

Claim 43 

Regarding claim 43, Applicant does not agree the examiner's comments to claim 43. 
Whitaker does not disclose a place capable of use for human cultural activity comprising a place 
capable of use for office, commerce, sports, culture, factories, schools, research, storage, 
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sanatorium, stations, and recreation. The multifunctional tridimensional combined ecological 
architecture of the present application can be applied in different fields; therefore, such definition 
is specific. However, Whitaker only concerns agriculture and cannot be applied to different fields. 
Therefore, Whitaker does not disclose claim 43. 

The examiner considers that the courts have found that matters relating to ornamentation 
only, which have no mechanical function, cannot be relied upon to patentably distinguish the 
claimed invention from the prior art. Further, from the disclosure of description, it can be 
determined that these decorations do not have any practical functions, but only for ornamentation. 
Therefore, it is obvious for a person skilled in the art to provide a design of ornamentation to 
buildings for aesthetic effect. 

Taiji and Eight Gua graphics are not simply ornamentation for buildings. Taiji and Eight 
Gua type ecological architectures of Yixue type tridimensional ecological architecture in the 
present application are a combination form of the multifunctional tridimensional combined 
ecological architecture in the present application (see Fig.9). The Taiji type tridimensional 
architecture 385 is mentioned in intemationally published specification on page 92 line 5. The 
numerals 386, 387 are Guaxiang in microscope, but they take the form of Gua type greenhouse or 
other fimctional structures in Yixue type ecological architecture in a functional view. Guaxiang 
386 not only can be applied to the top of a building, but also can be used to form circular and 
rectangular Gua type tridimensional ecological buildings. The numerals 419, 427 and 432 refer to 
different Gua type ecological architecture structures, which can be placed around Taiji type 
ecological architecture to form Yixue type ecological architecture. Therefore, Taiji and Eight Gua 
graphic type ecological architectures are not ornamentations, but having ecological structures and 
functions, thus they are not obvious. 

Withdrawal of the present rejection is requested. 

Regarding Rejection under 35 U.S.C.S 103 

Claims 23-26, 28-31, 33-37, 39-41, 44-46 and 49, 53, 55-58, 60-66 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Whitaker, Agricultural Buildings and Structures. 

Whitaker does not teach or suggest the elements of claim 21 for the reasons identified 
above, hence Whitaker cannot not disclose 23-26, 28-31, 33-37, 39-41, 44-46 and 49, 53, 55-58, 
60-66 which recite the limitations of claim 21 . 

Response to Arguments 



Page 33 



Applicant considers that the multifunctional tridimensional combined ecological 
architecture of the present application contains non-obvious combinations with unexpected or 
extraordinary results presenting its patentability for the detailed reasons above. Nevertheless, 
applicant amended the claims in the hope that these amendments address the examiner's concerns. 

Conclusion 

Whitaker, Agricultural Buildings and Structures cannot affect the novelty of the 
multifunctional tridimensional combined ecological architecture of the present application. 
College campus, plantations, zoos and farms cannot be used to prove the obviousness of the 
present application. The present application is patentable under 35 U.S.C. 102 and 35 U.S.C. 103. 

If additional fees are required or if an overpayment is made, the Commissioner is 
authorized to debit or credit our Deposit Account No. 19-0733, accordingly. 

All rejections having been addressed, applicant respectfully submits that the instant 
application is in condition for allowance, and respectfully solicits prompt notification of the same. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BANNER & WITCOFF, LTD. 

Dated: October 1 1 , 20 1 1 By: /Susan A. Wolflfe/ 

Susan A. Wolffc 
Registration No. 33,568 

1100 13* Street, N.W., Suite 1200 
Washington, D.C. 20005-4051 
Tel: (202) 824-3000 
Fax: (202) 824-3001 
SAW:vlli 
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